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S. Res. 97, a resolution calling on the
Government of HEthiopia, the Tigray
People’s Liberation Front, and other
belligerents to cease all hostilities,
protect human rights, allow unfettered
humanitarian access, and cooperate
with independent investigations of
credible atrocity allegations pertaining
to the conflict in the Tigray Region of
Ethiopia.

———

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION

By Mr. BURR (for himself and
Mr. KING):

S. 821. A Dbill to amend the Higher
Education Act of 1965 to establish a
simplified income-driven repayment
plan, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Health, Education,
Labor, and Pensions.

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, for two
Congresses, Angus King and I have in-
troduced bipartisan legislation to
streamline and simplify student loan
repayment programs. Our proposal
would make the current, overly-com-
plicated loan repayment programs
easier to navigate and more predict-
able for both borrowers and the Federal
Government.

Today, students are asked to choose
between nine different loan repayment
plans, each with different eligibility
and income requirements. The uncer-
tainty created by too many competing
options has made it nearly impossible
for the Federal Government to accu-
rately fund the program, leading to bil-
lions of dollars in budget shortfalls.

Just last year, the Office of Manage-
ment and the Budget said the Direct
Loan Program would cost $64 billion
more than previously anticipated in
just a single fiscal year prior to the
COVID-19 emergency. The COVID-19
emergency caused $39 billion in addi-
tional unplanned for costs to the pro-
gram through congressional and ad-
ministrative actions. This is
unsustainable, and it is unnecessary.

We need to make it easier for student
borrowers to find the best repayment
plan that works for them, and we need
to make it easier for the Federal Gov-
ernment to accurately account for a
program on which so many students
depend. The REPAY Act would do just
that, and I am here again to introduce
this commonsense proposal to help all
new borrowers, which represents ap-
proximately 20 percent of Federal stu-
dent loan borrowers each year. This
bill has been previously supported by a
number of cosponsors, including Sen-
ators WARNER, RUBIO, COLLINS, CAPITO,
SHAHEEN, CARPER, WICKER, MANCHIN,
and PORTMAN.

The REPAY Act would simplify this
process by establishing just two, easy-
to-understand loan repayment plans.

The first is a fixed 10-year payment
option, like most borrowers pay now.

The second is a simplified income-
driven repayment plan, which takes
into consideration how much a student
borrowed verses how much they earn.
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First, this plan provides forgiveness
of all outstanding debt after the bor-
rower fulfills their obligation to pay
monthly on a 20-year term if the stu-
dent borrowed less than the maximum
undergraduate borrowing limit of
$57,500 and pay monthly on a 25-year
term if the student borrowed more
than the undergraduate limit.

Second, this plan provides reasonable
expectations for monthly payments.
Very low-income borrowers would have
a zero dollar payment. No payments
are required until a borrower earns
above 150 percent of the poverty line,
which adjusts by family size and in-
come. Modest-income borrowers would
have a very low payment equal to 10
percent of the earnings they make
above 150 percent of the poverty line.
Higher income borrowers would pay 10
percent on the first $25,000 of discre-
tionary income they earned and 15 per-
cent on any income above that.

A single income-driven repayment
plan assures students that there is a
reasonable repayment plan available
based on their individual earnings. It
means students won’t be unnecessarily
discouraged from pursuing careers that
may pay less but for which they have a
passion, such as education or social
work.

As 1 said, this is not the first time
Senator KING and I have introduced
this legislation, but there is added ur-
gency this year because of the COVID-
19 pandemic and because of the reck-
less proposals to simply transfer hun-
dreds of billions in debt from indi-
vidual borrowers to the Federal Gov-
ernment.

Last year, as the Nation struggled to
combat coronavirus, Congress paused
loan repayments for all borrowers
through September 30, 2020. The Trump
and Biden administrations then ex-
tended that pause through September
30, 2021. No borrower has been required
to make a student loan payment for
the last 12 months. As the American
economy recovers, however, we cannot
continue to pause payments indefi-
nitely or, even worse, erase large
swaths of loan balances, regardless of
an individual’s economic circumstance.
Instead, Congress must put forward a
commonsense plan that reflects the in-
terests of student loan borrowers and
American taxpayers.

I have cautioned Secretary Cardona
against pursuing a dangerous proposal
to simply forgive student debt through
administrative action, an action which
neither complies with the Federal
Claims Collection Act, the Higher Edu-
cation Act, or the related regulations.
Not only do I think this isn’t a legal
idea, I don’t believe it is a wise one, ei-
ther. It is reckless policymaking to
forgive massive amounts of existing
student debt and doing so will create a
profound moral hazard. What happens
after existing debt is forgiven? Will
colleges magically lower their tuition
and fees, so no student ever needs to
borrow again, or will colleges continue
to charge for their services, and will
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students load right back up on exorbi-
tant debt that 5, 10, or 30 years from
now the American taxpayer will be
asked to write off once again? This is
an unserious gambit that doesn’t come
close to addressing the real drivers of
student debt.

Rather than a flash-in-the-pan trick,
I propose that we take up a durable
policy solution, which includes the
commonsense, bipartisan legislation
that Senator ANGUS KING and I are ad-
vocating. Our proposal helps ensure
student loan repayment programs are
understandable and workable for future
students who need them. As ranking
member of the Education Committee, I
will work with our committee’s chair-
man to move this legislation forward. I
hope that we will find a willing partner
in the White House and at the Depart-
ment of Education.

By Mr. THUNE (for himself, Mr.
MURPHY, Mr. BARRASSO, Mrs.
CAPITO, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. KING,
Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. ROUNDS,
and Mr. WICKER):

S. 844. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to treat certain
amounts paid for physical activity, fit-
ness, and exercise as amounts paid for
medical care; to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the text of the
bill be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S. 844

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Personal
Health Investment Today Act of 2021”° or the
“PHIT Act of 2021,

SEC. 2. PURPOSE.

The purpose of this Act is to promote
health and prevent disease, particularly dis-
eases related to being overweight or obese,
by—

(1) encouraging healthier lifestyles;

(2) providing financial incentives to ease
the financial burden of engaging in healthy
behavior; and

(3) increasing the ability of individuals and
families to participate in physical fitness ac-
tivities.

SEC. 3. CERTAIN AMOUNTS PAID FOR PHYSICAL
ACTIVITY, FITNESS, AND EXERCISE
TREATED AS AMOUNTS PAID FOR
MEDICAL CARE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section
213(d) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is
amended by striking ‘‘or”’ at the end of sub-
paragraph (C), by striking the period at the
end of subparagraph (D) and inserting ‘¢, or’’,
and by inserting after subparagraph (D) the
following new subparagraph:

‘“(E) for qualified sports and fitness ex-
penses.”’.

(b) QUALIFIED SPORTS AND FITNESS EX-
PENSES.—Subsection (d) of section 213 of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by
adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

‘(12) QUALIFIED SPORTS AND FITNESS EX-
PENSES.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified
sports and fitness expenses’ means amounts
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paid exclusively for the sole purpose of par-
ticipating in a physical activity including—

‘(i) for membership at a fitness facility,

‘‘(ii) for participation or instruction in
physical exercise or physical activity, or

¢“(iii) for equipment used in a program (in-
cluding a self-directed program) of physical
exercise or physical activity.

‘(B) OVERALL DOLLAR LIMITATION.—The ag-
gregate amount treated as qualified sports
and fitness expenses with respect to any tax-
payer for any taxable year shall not exceed
$1,000 ($2,000 in the case of a joint return or
a head of household (as defined in section
2(0))).

“(C) FITNESS FACILITY.—For purposes of
subparagraph (A)(i), the term ‘fitness facil-
ity’ means a facility—

‘(i) which provides instruction in a pro-
gram of physical exercise, offers facilities for
the preservation, maintenance, encourage-
ment, or development of physical fitness, or
serves as the site of such a program of a
State or local government,

‘‘(ii) which is not a private club owned and
operated by its members,

‘‘(iii) which does not offer golf, hunting,
sailing, or riding facilities,

‘(iv) the health or fitness component of
which is not incidental to its overall func-
tion and purpose, and

‘“(v) which is fully compliant with the
State of jurisdiction and Federal anti-dis-
crimination laws.

‘(D) TREATMENT OF EXERCISE VIDEOS,
ETC.—Videos, books, and similar materials
shall be treated as described in subparagraph
(A)(ii) if the content of such materials con-
stitutes instruction in a program of physical
exercise or physical activity.

‘“(E) LIMITATIONS RELATED TO SPORTS AND
FITNESS EQUIPMENT.—Amounts paid for
equipment described in subparagraph (A)(iii)
shall be treated as qualified sports and fit-
ness expenses only—

‘(i) if such equipment is utilized exclu-
sively for participation in fitness, exercise,
sport, or other physical activity,

‘‘(ii) in the case of amounts paid for ap-
parel or footwear, if such apparel or footwear
is of a type that is necessary for, and is not
used for any purpose other than, a specific
physical activity, and

‘“(iii) in the case of amounts paid for any
single item of sports equipment (other than
exercise equipment), to the extent such
amounts do not exceed $250.

“(F) PROGRAMS WHICH INCLUDE COMPONENTS
OTHER THAN PHYSICAL EXERCISE AND PHYSICAL
ACTIVITY.—Rules similar to the rules of para-
graph (6) shall apply in the case of any pro-
gram that includes physical exercise or phys-
ical activity and also other components. For
purposes of the preceding sentence, travel
and accommodations shall be treated as a
separate component.’.

(¢) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to taxable
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself
and Mr. GRASSLEY):

S. 854. A bill to designate meth-
amphetamine as an emerging threat,
and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Ms. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, na-
tionally, psychostimulant overdose
deaths, including methamphetamine-
related deaths, increased by nearly 42%
between July 2019 and July 2020. This
increase is second only to synthetic
opioids, a category which includes
fentanyl.

My home State of California has been
particularly hard hit. Between 2014 and

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

2019, methamphetamine-caused deaths
in San Diego increased from 262 to 546,
a stunning 108 percent increase in just
five years. Similarly, in Los Angeles
County, methamphetamine was in-
volved in 44 percent of all drug over-
dose deaths in 2018.

Unfortunately, these figures are not
unique to California, as other localities
throughout the country are also seeing
increases.

That is why I am introducing the
Methamphetamine Response Act,
which was passed by the Senate unani-
mously during the last session of Con-
gress, with my colleague, Senator
GRASSLEY.

This bill does two things. First, it de-
clares methamphetamine an emerging
drug threat. Second, it requires the Of-
fice of National Drug Control Policy
(ONDCP) to develop and implement a
national plan that is specific to meth-
amphetamine, in accordance the
ONDCP Reauthorization, which I was
proud to co-author, and which was en-
acted in 2018 as part of the SUPPORT
Act.

This plan must include: An
assesment of the methamphetamine
threat, including the current avail-
ability of, and demand for, the drug,
and the effectiveness of evidence-based
prevention and treatment programs, as
well as law enforcement programs;

Short- and long-term goals focused
on supply and demand reduction and
the expansion of prevention and treat-
ment programs;

Performance measures related to the
plan’s goals; and

The level of funding needed to imple-
ment the plan, including an assessment
of whether available funding can be re-
programmed or transferred, or whether
additional funds are needed.

It is clear that methamphetamine is
re-emerging as a major drug threat to
our Nation:

Data shows that methamphetamine
use is no longer limited to Mid-West
and Western States, but is increasingly
prevalent in Northeastern States.

Between 2018 and 2019,
psychostimulant overdose deaths, in-
cluding methamphetamine deaths, in-
creased in 27 of the 38 States that pro-
vide drug-specific data to the Centers
for Disease Control and Prevention.
This amounts to a 27 percent increase
nationally.

Methamphetamine continues to be
highly potent, pure, and cheap. By the
end of 2019, its availability and use had
both increased.

Between 2016 and 2019, the number of
individuals aged 12 and older with a
methamphetamine use disorder in-
creased from 684,000 to one million.
That’s a 46 percent increase in just
three years.

Emergency room admissions for sus-
pected stimulant overdoses, including
methamphetamine, increased by 23 per-
cent between January 2019 and 2020.
These increases occurred in 36 States
and the District of Colombia.

Two of the largest methamphetamine
seizures on record occurred in 2019:
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U.S. Customs and Border Protection
(CBP) seized 3,000 pounds of meth-
amphetamine at the port of Otay Mesa
while the Drug Enforcement Adminis-
tration seized 2,224 pounds of meth-
amphetamine in Riverside County.
Both of these seizures were in Cali-
fornia.

Given the increasing size of these sei-
zures, it is not surprising that in the
first five months of fiscal year 2021,
CBP has already seized more than
75,000 pounds of methamphetamine.

In a one year span,
psychostimulants, including meth-
amphetamine, Kkilled more than 21,000
Americans. Absent immediate action
and a comprehensive plan, these fatali-
ties will continue to increase.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues in the Senate and in the
House to see Methamphetamine Re-
sponse Act enacted.

Thank you, Mr. President. I yield the
floor.

By Mr. KAINE (for himself, Mr.
PORTMAN, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr.
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BLUNT, Mr.
BRAUN, Mr. BROWN, Mrs. CAP-
ITO, Mr. CARDIN, Ms. COLLINS,

Mr. CoONSs, Mr. CRAMER, Ms.
DUCKWORTH, Ms. ERNST, Mrs.
FEINSTEIN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND,

Ms. HASSAN, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr.

KeELLY, Mr. KING, Ms. KLoO-
BUCHAR, Mr. MARSHALL, Mr.
MORAN, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Ms.

SINEMA, Ms. SMITH, Ms. STABE-
NOwW, Mr. WICKER, Mr. SUL-
LIVAN, and Mr. INHOFE):

S. 864. A bill to extend Federal Pell
Grant eligibility of certain short-term
programs; to the Committee on Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions.

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President. In today’s
economy, ensuring access to a variety
of postsecondary programs has become
even more critical in light of the
COVID-19 pandemic. As of the end of
2020, more than 10 million Americans
were unemployed, and 3. 7 million of
those individuals have suffered perma-
nent job loss. These workers will need
access to postsecondary education and
training to reskill and reenter the
workforce. Notably, according to a poll
conducted by Strada in June of 2020,
Americans strongly prefer nondegree
and skills training programs over de-
gree programs as a way to access post-
secondary credentials during and post-
pandemic.

However, when it comes to higher
education, Federal policies are not
doing enough to support the demands
of the changing labor market. Many of
the individuals who enter into skills
and job training programs are at the
lowest end of the socioeconomic level,
yet simply because their goal is to
enter the workforce rather than obtain
a degree, they are denied access Fed-
eral financial aid. The Federal Pell
Grant Program—needs-based grants for
low-income and Kking students—can
only be used to offset the cost of pro-
grams that are over 600 clock hours or
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at least 15 weeks in length. While many
short-term programs provide high-
quality skills training that employers
need and recognize, they are not Pell-
eligible.

Since the creation of the Pell grant,
the profile of today’s students has
evolved along with the types of post-
secondary education and training pro-
grams students look to enroll in.
Today, 3 7 percent of all postsecondary
students are 25 years of age or older, 68
percent work full-or-part-time while
attending school and 26 percent have
children or dependents. While many of
these students enroll in longer-term
degree programs, a significant number
seek out shorter-term, workforce-ori-
ented training programs that lead to
in-demand jobs or stack to longer-term
education pathways. These short-term
programs allow them to advance their
education and skills in a manner that
works with their life-situation of work-
ing and caring for children and other
dependents. Without such programs,
many of these students cannot devote
the four plus years that many part-
time students must spend to get an as-
sociates degree, or six plus years to
earn a four year degree. Our federal
higher education policy must be mod-
ernized to meet the needs of students
and employers. According to the
Georgetown University Center on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, shorter-term
educational investments pay off—the
average postsecondary certificate hold-
er has 30 percent higher lifetime earn-
ings than individuals with only a high
school diploma.

Today, I am pleased to introduce
with my colleague, Senator PORTMAN,
the Jumpstart Our Businesses by Sup-
porting Students or JOBS Act. The
JOBS Act would close extend Pell
Grant eligibility to high-quality, short-
term job training programs offered at
community colleges and other public
institutions, so workers can afford the
instruction they need to be successful
in today’s job market. Under the legis-
lation, Pell-eligible job training pro-
grams are defined as those providing at
least 150 clock hours of instruction
time over a minimum of 8 weeks. Eligi-
ble job training programs must also
provide students with licenses, certifi-
cations, or credentials that meet the
hiring requirements of multiple em-
ployers in the field for which the job
training is offered.

The JOBS Act also ensures that stu-
dents enrolling in Pell-eligible short-
term programs are earning high-qual-
ity postsecondary credentials by re-
quiring that the credentials meet the
standards of the Workforce Innovation
and Opportunity Act, are recognized by
industry or sector partnerships, and
align with the skill needs of industries
in States or local economies. Job train-
ing programs under this Act must also
be evaluated by an accreditor and the
State workforce board for quality and
outcomes. The Virginia Community
College System has identified approxi-
mately 50 programs that would benefit
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from the JOBS Act including in the
fields of manufacturing, maritime, ar-
chitecture/construction, energy, health
care, information technology, trans-
portation, and business management
and administration.

The JOBS Act is a commonsense, bi-
partisan bill that would help workers
and employers succeed in today’s econ-
omy. As Congress works to help Ameri-
cans recover from pandemic job losses,
I am hopeful that my colleagues will
join me in advocating for Pell Grants
to be made available to individuals en-
rolling in high-quality, short-term
training programs that lead to indus-
try-recognized credentials and good
paying jobs.

By Mr. DURBIN:

S. 873. A bill to establish the Climate
Change Advisory Commission to de-
velop recommendations, frameworks,
and guidelines for projects to respond
to the impacts of climate change, to
issue Federal obligations, the proceeds
of which shall be used to fund projects
that aid in adaptation to climate
change, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Finance.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the text of the
bill be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S. 873

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘“‘Climate Change Resiliency Fund for
America Act of 2021"".

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
Sec. 2. Definitions.

TITLE I-CLIMATE CHANGE ADVISORY

COMMISSION
Establishment of Climate Change
Advisory Commission.
Duties.
Commission personnel matters.
Sec. 104. Funding.
Sec. 105. Termination.
TITLE II—CLIMATE CHANGE RESILIENCY
FUND

Climate Change Resiliency Fund.
Compliance with Davis-Bacon Act.
Funding.

TITLE III—REVENUE
Sec. 301. Climate Change Obligations.
Sec. 302. Promotion.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) COMMISSION.—The term ‘‘Commission”
means the Climate Change Advisory Com-
mission established by section 101(a).

(2) COMMUNITY OF COLOR.—The term ‘‘com-
munity of color’” means a geographically dis-
tinct area in which the population of any of
the following categories of individuals is
higher than the average populations of that
category for the State in which the commu-
nity is located:

(A) Black.

(B) African American.

(C) Asian.

(D) Pacific Islander.

(E) Other non-White race.

(F) Hispanic.

Sec. 101.

102.
103.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 201.
Sec. 202.
Sec. 203.
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(G) Latino.

(H) Linguistically isolated.

(3) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible
entity’”’ includes—

(A) a Federal agency;

(B) a State or group of States;

(C) a unit of local government or a group of
local governments;

(D) a utility district;

(E) a Tribal government or a consortium of
Tribal governments;

(F) a State or regional transit agency or a
group of State or regional transit agencies;

(G) a nonprofit organization;

(H) a special purpose district or public au-
thority, including a port authority; and

(I) any other entity, as determined by the
Secretary.

(4) ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE COMMUNITY.—
The term ‘‘environmental justice commu-
nity’”’ means a community with significant
representation of communities of color, low-
income communities, or Tribal and indige-
nous communities that experiences, or is at
risk of experiencing, higher or more adverse
human health or environmental effects.

(6) FRONTLINE COMMUNITY.—The term
“frontline community’ means a low-income
community, a community of color, or a Trib-
al community that is disproportionately im-
pacted or burdened by climate change or a
phenomenon associated with climate change,
including such a community that was or is
at risk of being disproportionately impacted
or burdened by climate change or a phe-
nomenon associated with climate change
earlier than other such communities.

(6) FUND.—The term ‘Fund” means the
Climate Change Resiliency Fund established
by section 201(a)(1).

(7) LOW-INCOME COMMUNITY.—The term
“low-income community’’ means any census
block group in which 30 percent or more of
the population are individuals with an an-
nual household income equal to, or less than,
the greater of—

(A) an amount equal to 80 percent of the
median household income of the area in
which the household is located, as reported
by the Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment; and

(B) 200 percent of the Federal poverty line.

(8) PROJECT.—The term ‘‘project’” means a
project for a qualified climate change adap-
tation purpose performed by an eligible enti-
ty under section 201(b).

(9) QUALIFIED CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION
PURPOSE.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘qualified cli-
mate change adaptation purpose’” means an
objective with a demonstrated intent to re-
duce the economic, social, and environ-
mental impact of the adverse effects of cli-
mate change.

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘qualified cli-
mate change adaptation purpose’ includes
infrastructure resiliency and mitigation, im-
proved disaster response, and ecosystem pro-
tection, which may be accomplished through
activities or projects with objectives such
as—

(i) reducing risks or enhancing resilience
to sea level rise, extreme weather events,
fires, drought, flooding, heat island impacts,
or worsened indoor or outdoor air quality;

(ii) protecting farms and the food supply
from climate impacts;

(iii) reducing risks of food insecurity that
would otherwise result from climate change;

(iv) ensuring that disaster and public
health plans account for more severe weath-
er;

(v) reducing risks from geographical
change to disease vectors, pathogens,
invasive species, and the distribution of
pests; and

(vi) other projects or activities, as deter-
mined to be appropriate by the Commission.
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(10) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’”’
means the Secretary of Commerce.

(11) STATE.—The term ‘‘State” means a
State, the District of Columbia, the Com-
monwealth of Puerto Rico, and any other
territory or possession of the United States.

TITLE I—CLIMATE CHANGE ADVISORY

COMMISSION
SEC. 101. ESTABLISHMENT OF CLIMATE CHANGE
ADVISORY COMMISSION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is established a
commission to be known as the ‘‘Climate
Change Advisory Commission’’.

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—The Commission shall be
composed of 11 members—

(1) who shall be selected from the public
and private sectors and institutions of high-
er education; and

(2) of whom—

(A) 3 shall be appointed by the President,
in consultation with the National Climate
Task Force;

(B) 2 shall be appointed by the Speaker of
the House of Representatives;

(C) 2 shall be appointed by the minority
leader of the House of Representatives;

(D) 2 shall be appointed by the majority
leader of the Senate; and

(E) 2 shall be appointed by the minority
leader of the Senate.

(c) TERMS.—Each member of the Commis-
sion shall be appointed for the life of the
Commission.

(d) INITIAL APPOINTMENTS.—Each member
of the Commission shall be appointed not
later than 90 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act.

(e) VACANCIES.—A vacancy on the Commis-
sion—

(1) shall not affect the powers of the Com-
mission; and

(2) shall be filled in the manner in which
the original appointment was made.

(f) INITIAL MEETING.—Not later than 30
days after the date on which all members of
the Commission have been appointed, the
Commission shall hold the initial meeting of
the Commission.

(g) MEETINGS.—The Commission shall meet
at the call of the Chairperson.

(h) QUORUM.—A majority of the members
of the Commission shall constitute a
quorum, but a lesser number of members
may hold hearings.

(i) CHAIRPERSON AND VICE CHAIRPERSON.—
The Commission shall select a Chairperson
and Vice Chairperson from among the mem-
bers of the Commission.

SEC. 102. DUTIES.

The Commission shall—

(1) establish recommendations, frame-
works, and guidelines for a Federal invest-
ment program funded by revenue from cli-
mate change obligations issued under section
301 for eligible entities that—

(A) improve and adapt energy, transpor-
tation, water, and general infrastructure im-
pacted or expected to be impacted due to cli-
mate variability; and

(B) integrate best available science, data,
standards, models, and trends that improve
the resiliency of infrastructure systems de-
scribed in subparagraph (A); and

(2) in consultation with the Council on En-
vironmental Quality and the White House
Environmental Justice Interagency Council,
identify categories of the most cost-effective
investments and projects that emphasize
multiple benefits to human health, com-
merce, and ecosystems while ensuring that
the Commission engages in early and mean-
ingful community stakeholder involvement
opportunities during the development of the
recommendations, frameworks, and guide-
lines established under paragraph (1).

SEC. 103. COMMISSION PERSONNEL MATTERS.

(a) COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS.—

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

(1) NON-FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.—A member of
the Commission who is not an officer or em-
ployee of the Federal Government shall be
compensated at a rate equal to the daily
equivalent of the annual rate of basic pay
prescribed for level IV of the Executive
Schedule under section 5315 of title 5, United
States Code, for each day (including travel
time) during which the member is engaged in
the performance of the duties of the Com-
mission.

(2) FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.—A member of the
Commission who is an officer or employee of
the Federal Government shall serve without
compensation in addition to the compensa-
tion received for the services of the member
as an officer or employee of the Federal Gov-
ernment.

(b) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—A member of the
Commission shall be allowed travel expenses,
including per diem in lieu of subsistence, at
rates authorized for an employee of an agen-
cy under subchapter I of chapter 57 of title 5,
United States Code, while away from the
home or regular place of business of the
member in the performance of the duties of
the Commission.

(C) STAFF.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Chairperson of the
Commission may, without regard to the civil
service laws (including regulations), appoint
and terminate such personnel as are nec-
essary to enable the Commission to perform
the duties of the Commission.

(2) COMPENSATION.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
subparagraph (B), the Chairperson of the
Commission may fix the compensation of
personnel without regard to the provisions of
chapter 51 and subchapter III of chapter 53 of
title 5, United States Code, relating to clas-
sification of positions and General Schedule
pay rates.

(B) MAXIMUM RATE OF PAY.—The rate of
pay for personnel shall not exceed the rate
payable for level V of the Executive Sched-
ule under section 5316 of title 5, United
States Code.

SEC. 104. FUNDING.

The Commission shall use amounts in the
Fund to pay for all administrative expenses
of the Commission.

SEC. 105. TERMINATION.

The Commission shall terminate on such
date as the Commission determines after the
Commission carries out the duties of the
Commission under section 102.

TITLE II—CLIMATE CHANGE RESILIENCY
FUND
SEC. 201. CLIMATE CHANGE RESILIENCY FUND.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established in the
Treasury of the United States the ‘“Climate
Change Resiliency Fund”.

(2) USE OF AMOUNTS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall use
not less than 40 percent of the amounts in
the Fund to fund projects that benefit com-
munities that experience disproportionate
impacts from climate change, including en-
vironmental justice communities, frontline
communities, and low-income communities.

(B) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—AIll amounts
deposited in the Fund in accordance with
section 301(a) shall only be used—

(i) to fund new projects in accordance with
this section; and

(ii) for administrative expenses of the
Commission authorized under section 104.

(3) RESPONSIBILITY OF SECRETARY.—The
Secretary shall take such action as the Sec-
retary determines necessary to assist in im-
plementing the Fund in accordance with this
section.

(b) CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION
PROJECTS.—The Secretary, in consultation
with the Commission, shall carry out a pro-
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gram to provide funds to eligible entities to
carry out projects for a qualified climate
change adaptation purpose.

(¢) APPLICATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—An eligible entity desiring
funds under subsection (b) shall, with respect
to a project, submit to the Secretary an ap-
plication at such time, in such manner, and
containing such information as the Sec-
retary may require.

(2) CONTENTS.—An application submitted
by an eligible entity under this subsection
shall include data relating to any benefits
the eligible entity expects the project to pro-
vide to the community in which the applica-
ble project is performed, such as—

(A) an economic impact; or

(B) improvements to public health.

(3) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary
shall offer technical assistance to eligible
entities preparing applications under this
subsection.

(d) SELECTION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall select
eligible entities to receive funds to carry out
projects under this section based on criteria
and guidelines determined and published by
the Commission under section 102.

(2) PRIORITY.—In selecting eligible entities
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall give
priority to eligible entities planning to per-
form projects that will serve areas with the
greatest need.

(e) NON-FEDERAL FUNDING REQUIREMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2)
and (3), in order to receive funds under this
section, an eligible entity shall provide funds
for a project in an amount that is equal to
not less than 25 percent of the amount of
funds provided under this section.

(2) WAIVER.—The Secretary may waive all
or part of the matching requirement under
paragraph (1) for an eligible entity, espe-
cially an eligible entity performing a project
benefitting a low-income community or an
environmental justice community, if the
Secretary determines that—

(A) there are no reasonable means avail-
able through which the eligible entity can
meet the matching requirement; or

(B) the probable benefit of the project out-
weighs the public interest of the matching
requirement.

(3) NO-MATCH PROJECTS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall
award not less than 10 percent and not more
than 40 percent of the total funds awarded
under this section to eligible entities to
which the matching requirement under para-
graph (1) shall not apply.

(B) PRIORITY.—The Secretary shall give
priority for funding under subparagraph (A)
to an eligible entity performing a project in
a community experiencing a dispropor-
tionate impact of climate change, includ-
ing—

(i) an environmental justice community;

(ii) a low-income community; or

(iii) a community of color.

(f) APPLICABILITY OF FEDERAL LAW.—Noth-
ing in this Act shall be construed to waive
the requirements of any Federal law or regu-
lation that would otherwise apply to a
project that receives funds under this sec-
tion.

SEC. 202. COMPLIANCE WITH DAVIS-BACON ACT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—AI1I laborers and mechan-
ics employed by contractors and subcontrac-
tors on projects funded directly by, or as-
sisted in whole or in part by and through,
the Fund shall be paid wages at rates not
less than those prevailing on projects of a
character similar in the locality as deter-
mined by the Secretary of Labor in accord-
ance with subchapter IV of chapter 31 of part
A of title 40, United States Code.

(b) LABOR STANDARDS.—With respect to the
labor standards described in this section, the
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Secretary of Labor shall have the authority
and functions set forth in Reorganization
Plan Numbered 14 of 1950 (64 Stat. 1267; 5
U.S.C. App.) and section 3145 of title 40,
United States Code.

SEC. 203. FUNDING.

To carry out the program under section
201(b), the Secretary, in addition to amounts
in the Fund, may use amounts that have
been made available to the Secretary and are
not otherwise obligated.

TITLE III—REVENUE
SEC. 301. CLIMATE CHANGE OBLIGATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of the Treasury or the Sec-
retary’s delegate (referred to in this title as
the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall issue obligations
under chapter 31 of title 31, United States
Code (referred to in this title as ‘‘climate
change obligations’), the proceeds from
which shall be deposited in the Fund.

(b) FULL FAITH AND CREDIT.—Payment of
interest and principal with respect to any
climate change obligation issued under this
section shall be made from the general fund
of the Treasury of the United States and
shall be backed by the full faith and credit of
the United States.

(¢) EXEMPTION FROM LOCAL TAXATION.—AIl
climate change obligations issued by the
Secretary, and the interest on or credits
with respect to such obligations, shall not be
subject to taxation by any State, county,
municipality, or local taxing authority.

(d) AMOUNT OF CLIMATE CHANGE OBLIGA-
TIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), the aggregate face amount of
the climate change obligations issued annu-
ally under this section shall be $200,000,000.

(2) ADDITIONAL OBLIGATIONS.—For any cal-
endar year in which all of the obligations
issued pursuant to paragraph (1) have been
purchased, the Secretary may issue addi-
tional climate change obligations during
such calendar year, provided that the aggre-
gate face amount of such additional obliga-
tions does not exceed $800,000,000.

(e) FUNDING.—The Secretary shall use
funds made available to the Secretary and
not otherwise obligated to carry out the pur-
poses of this section.

SEC. 302. PROMOTION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
mote the purchase of climate change obliga-
tions through such means as are determined
appropriate by the Secretary, with the
amount expended for such promotion not to
exceed $10,000,000 for any fiscal year during
the period of fiscal years 2022 through 2026.

(b) DONATED ADVERTISING.—In addition to
any advertising paid for with funds made
available under subsection (c), the Secretary
shall solicit and may accept the donation of
advertising relating to the sale of climate
change obligations.

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
For each fiscal year during the period of fis-
cal years 2022 through 2026, there is author-
ized to be appropriated $10,000,000 to carry
out the purposes of this section.

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself and
Ms. SMITH):

S. 876. A bill to amend the Richard B.
Russell National School Lunch Act to
require the Secretary of Agriculture to
make loan guarantees and grants to fi-
nance certain improvements to school
lunch facilities, to train school food
service personnel, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry.

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I rise
to introduce School Food Moderniza-
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tion Act to assist our schools in updat-
ing outdated kitchen equipment, allow-
ing them to provide healthier meals to
students. I also thank my colleague
from Minnesota, Senator SMITH, for co-
sponsoring this bill.

School meals play a vital role in the
lives of so many of our children. As one
school nutrition director from Maine
recently told me, school meals are the
“foundation for student success.”
Nearly 100,000 schools participate in
the National School Lunch program,
serving 30 million children each day,
helping to prevent hunger. Many chil-
dren consume up to half their daily ca-
loric intake at school, and some get
their most nutritious meals of the day
at school instead of at home. Because
school meals are a significant source of
daily nutrition for so many, we must
consistently aim to improve the pro-
gram to best serve students.

The COVID-19 pandemic has further
highlighted the importance of school
meals for many families. Across the
country, schools and nutrition pro-
grams were adapted to remote and hy-
brid learning models during the pan-
demic. Nutrition programs in Maine
and other states have tirelessly contin-
ued to support the nutritional needs of
students despite school closures, with
many schools offering as many as four
or five meal delivery options to ensure
families can continue to access food
seven days a week. I met recently with
school nutrition directors from Maine
who said lack of equipment, including
access to cold storage, has forced them
to be even more creative in continuing
to serve children across Maine during
COVID-19. Many schools are using
stoves from the 1960s and others lack
adequate storage facilities to store the
large amount of food needed to provide
multi-day bulk meal bags for children
and families who are learning remotely
or attending school only part-time.

The fact is schools built decades ago
often lack the equipment and infra-
structure necessary to do more than
reheat and serve one or two meal op-
tions each day. Even before the pan-
demic, nearly 90 percent of schools
needed at least one piece of updated
school kitchen equipment. It is esti-
mated that Maine schools alone would
need $58.8 million for equipment infra-
structure upgrades needed to serve
healthy meals to all of our students.
The Agriculture Appropriations Sub-
committee, on which I serve, has con-
sistently recognized this need and ap-
propriated $30 million for School
Equipment Assistance Grants last
year. The School Food Modernization
Act would codify and improve this suc-
cessful grant program to better meet
the growing need nationwide.

The School Food Modernization Act
seeks to help school food service per-
sonnel offer a wide variety of nutri-
tious and appealing meals to all stu-
dents. First, the bill would provide tar-
geted grant assistance to supply the
seed funding needed to upgrade kitchen
infrastructure or to purchase high-
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quality equipment. Second, it would es-
tablish a loan guarantee assistance
program within USDA to help schools
acquire new equipment. Finally, to aid
school food services personnel in run-
ning successful, healthy programs, the
legislation would authorize grants to
support training and technical assist-
ance for food service personnel.

Mr. President, I encourage my col-
leagues to continue supporting school
kitchen equipment needs as the Child
Nutrition Reauthorization process
takes shape. If our children are going
to be able to learn and meet their full
potential, they need their minds and
bodies to be fully nourished. This bill
would help us achieve that goal.

—————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 122—RE-
AFFIRMING THE IMPORTANCE
OF UNITED STATES ALLIANCES
AND PARTNERSHIPS

Mr. RISCH (for himself and Mr.
MENENDEZ) submitted the following
resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations:

S. RES. 122

Whereas, from the American Revolution,
through two World Wars, the Cold War, and
the fight against international terrorist or-
ganizations, the United States has success-
fully relied on alliances and partnerships
with like-minded countries to further our
vital security, political, and economic inter-
ests, starting with the Treaty of Alliance
with France in 1778 and continuing to the
present day;

Whereas these treaty alliances provide a
unique strategic advantage to the United
States and are among the Nation’s most pre-
cious assets, enabling the United States to
advance its vital national interests, defend
its territory, expand its economy through
international trade and commerce, establish
enduring cooperation among like-minded
countries, prevent the domination of Europe
or the Indo-Pacific and its surrounding mari-
time and air lanes by a hostile power or pow-
ers, and deter potential aggressors;

Whereas United States treaty alliances ad-
vance critical shared interests, including up-
holding regional stability and security, de-
terring adversaries, maintaining maritime
freedom of navigation, promoting global eco-
nomic prosperity, combating the prolifera-
tion of weapons of mass destruction, sup-
porting international institutions and archi-
tecture, advancing democracy, human
rights, and the rule of law, upholding inter-
national law, and promoting shared values
and norms;

Whereas the combined strength conferred
by treaty alliances enables the United States
and its allies to leverage a multinational re-
sponse to important challenges and advance
joint initiatives that tackle global problems
with a unity of purpose;

Whereas, after the end of the Second World
War, the United States Government strategi-
cally invested in building a global network
of alliances and partnerships, including
through the Marshall Plan in Europe and
with our post-war partners in Asia, which
helped these countries grow into democratic,
prosperous, peaceful nations with whom the
United States could effectively partner;

Whereas the United States-Japan, United
States-Republic of Korea, United States-Aus-
tralia, United States-Philippines, and United
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